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(4) Referral of the facts underlying 
the violation to the appropriate licens-
ing authority in the jurisdiction in 
which the individual is licensed to 
practice; 

(5) Sanctions of the sort enumerated 
in § 210.33(b), or such other action as 
may be appropriate. 
The issue of whether sanctions should 
be imposed may be raised on a motion 
by a party, the administrative law 
judge’s own motion, or the Commis-
sion’s own initiative in accordance 
with § 210.25(a)(2). The Commission or 
the administrative law judge shall 
allow the parties to make written sub-
missions and, if warranted, to present 
oral argument bearing on the issues of 
violation of a protective order and 
sanctions therefor. When the motion is 
addressed to the administrative law 
judge, he shall grant or deny a motion 
for sanctions by issuing an order. 

(d) Reporting requests for confidential 
business information—(1) Reporting Re-
quirement. Each person subject to pro-
tective order issued pursuant to para-
graph (a) of this section shall report in 
writing to the Commission imme-
diately upon learning that confidential 
business information disclosed to him 
or her pursuant to the protective order 
is the subject of a subpoena, court or 
administrative order (other than an 
order of a court reviewing a Commis-
sion decision), discovery request, 
agreement, or other written request 
seeking disclosure, by him or any other 
person, of that confidential business in-
formation to persons who are not, or 
may not be, permitted access to that 
information pursuant to either a Com-
mission protective order or § 210.5(b). 

(2) Sanctions and other actions. After 
providing notice and an opportunity to 
comment, the Commission may impose 
a sanction upon any person who will-
fully fails to comply with paragraph 
(d)(1) of this section, or it may take 
other action.

Subpart F—Prehearing 
Conferences and Hearings

§ 210.35 Prehearing conferences. 
(a) When appropriate. The administra-

tive law judge in any investigation 
may direct counsel or other representa-
tives for all parties to meet with him 

for one or more conferences to consider 
any or all of the following: 

(1) Simplification and clarification of 
the issues; 

(2) Scope of the hearing; 
(3) Necessity or desirability of 

amendments to pleadings subject, how-
ever, to the provisions of § 210.14 (b) and 
(c); 

(4) Stipulations and admissions of ei-
ther fact or the content and authen-
ticity of documents; 

(5) Expedition in the discovery and 
presentation of evidence including, but 
not limited to, restriction of the num-
ber of expert, economic, or technical 
witnesses; and 

(6) Such other matters as may aid in 
the orderly and expeditious disposition 
of the investigation including disclo-
sure of the names of witnesses and the 
exchange of documents or other phys-
ical exhibits that will be introduced in 
evidence in the course of the hearing. 

(b) Subpoenas. Prehearing con-
ferences may be convened for the pur-
pose of accepting returns on subpoenas 
duces tecum issued pursuant to 
§ 210.32(a)(3). 

(c) Reporting. In the discretion of the 
administrative law judge, prehearing 
conferences may or may not be steno-
graphically reported and may or may 
not be public. 

(d) Order. The administrative law 
judge may enter in the record an order 
that recites the results of the con-
ference. Such order shall include the 
administrative law judge’s rulings 
upon matters considered at the con-
ference, together with appropriate di-
rection to the parties. The administra-
tive law judge’s order shall control the 
subsequent course of the hearing, un-
less the administrative law judge modi-
fies the order.

§ 210.36 General provisions for hear-
ings. 

(a) Purpose of hearings. (1) An oppor-
tunity for a hearing shall be provided 
in each investigation under this part, 
in accordance with the Administrative 
Procedure Act. At the hearing, the pre-
siding administrative law judge will 
take evidence and hear argument for 
the purpose of determining whether 
there is a violation of section 337 of the 
Tariff Act of 1930, and for the purpose 
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